about 12 years. The boy was studying B.E. Mohd. Farooq
developed illicit contact with a lady, Vanajakshi, who was also
an employee in the same Branch. She was a widow, aged about
35 years. Though she was also an employee, she was asking
Mohd. Farooq for gold jewels off and on, and Mohd. Farooq was
giving whatever she asked. One day, she asked for a Diamond
ring which his wife was having. Mohd. Farooq asked his wife to
give the diamond ring which she refused to give, and in that
connection there was a tussle between the couple. In that tussle,
Mohd. Farooq was about to strangle her, His son saw all this from
a distance and immediately he took out a paper weight available
on the table and threw it on the head of his father and Farooq
sustained a head injury which ultimately resulted in his death.
Whether the son of Farooq has committed any offence?

Under Section 97,1.P.C., every person has a right to defend
his own body and the body of any other person against any
offence affecting the human body. Under circumstances,
which might have induced the belief that a man was pressing
the throat of his wife, their son hit and killed his father and
in such circumstances if the son had reasonable ground for
believing and honestly believed that his act was necessary for
the defence of his mother, the homicide was excusable.

251. Raids were being conducted by the excise officials to find
out the place of manufacture of illicit arrack. During the course
of one such raid, they got information that the house of Ramayya
was being utilised for manufacturing illicit arrack and after
manufacturing illicit arrack, it was being transported from his
house to several places. The excise officials could not obtain any
search warrant, as, before they started for conducting the raid
they had no information of any particular house. On the way,
they learnt about the manufacturing of illicit arrack in the house
of Ramayya. On that information, they went to the house of
Ramayya and tried to enter it to search for the illicit arrack.
Ramayya insisted for a warrant and said that without a warrant
issued by a court they cannot enter into his house. But, still, the
Excise Officers entered into the house and conducted the search.
Ramayya and his men obstructed the Excise Officials in making
the search and in that they attacked the Excise Officials and
caused injuries to some of them. Whether the accused are liable
for any offence or whether the acts committed by them were in
right of private defence?
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